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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment dated 1 2 October 2005 in 
application 09/745,339. Claims 4-11 and 15-19 are pending. Claims 4-11 and 15-19 are 
amended. 

The objection to claims 4, 6-9, 1 1, 16, 17, and 19 is now withdrawn in view of the 
amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 4, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kikinis (US005929849A). 

Regarding claim 4, Kikinis discloses a method of accessing a web site or 
"multimedia advertisement", wherein the web site is able to promote products or 
services, i.e. BMW cars, that is linked with an image entity or "video object" that is within 
a data stream or "video stream" (See Fig. 1 , 2A, 2B). The web site is linked to the image 
entity via URL or "linking a multimedia advertisement to a video object in a video 
stream", where the web site is not displayed without being accessed by the viewer or 
"such that the advertisement is not displayed as part of the video stream without being 
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accessed by a viewer of the video stream" (See Fig. 2A; column 5 lines 15-25). The 
image entity is displayed on a TV or "display" and when the viewer selects the image 
the system begins accessing the web site or "accessing, upon viewer request, the 
advertisement linked to the object while the object is displayed, thereby causing the 
advertisement to be displayed in a multimedia format on the display" (See Fig. 2C; 
column 7 line 57 - column 8 line 10). Kikinis also discloses that multiple images entities 
can be defined, where each image entity is associated with a different URL, where 
inherently each image entity is "delineated" so that the viewer can select each image 
entity independently of any other image entities (See column 7 lines 10-28). 
Furthermore, the web site inherently have web links or "data" and when the viewer 
accesses the web links, the web links or "data" of the web site are "extracted" and 
inherently placed within a buffer or "data file", that is separate from the "video stream", 
by the system in order to access other web pages of the site using the browser (See 
Fig. 2C; column 7 line 57 - column 8 line 15). 

Regarding claim 8, the web site inherently has web links or "searchable 
information", wherein the web links provide information to locate other web pages, and 
when the viewer accesses the web links, the web links or "searchable information" of 
the web site are "extracted" by the system and fed to the browser or "search engine", 
wherein the browser searches and locates the web page on the server (See Fig. 2C; 
column 7 line 57 - column 8 line 1 5). 
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Regarding claim 9, the URL to the web site may also be downloaded, where the 
URL serves as the bookmark to the web site or "bookmark to the advertisement" (See 
column 9 lines 1-3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-7, 15-17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kikinis (US005929849A) in view of Kitsukawa et al. 
(US006282713B1). 

Claim 5 contains the limitations of claims 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. Furthermore, Kikinis discloses that multiple images 
entities or "first and second objects" can be defined, where each image entity is 
associated with a different URL or "first and second advertisements" (See column 6 
lines 50-55 and column 7 lines 10-27). However, Kikinis does not disclose "preparing a 
summary of at least the first and second advertisements". 

Kitsukawa et al. (Kitsukawa) discloses a method for providing on-demand 
electronic advertising. The system is able to provide a list of all the advertisements 
available for the products and services depicted in a program video scene or "preparing 
a summary of at least the first and second advertisements" (See Fig. 7; column 10 lines 
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5-28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the set-top box disclosed by Kikinis to be able to 
provide a summary of all the URLs available in video program, as taught by Kitsukawa, 
in order to provide one convenient location for the viewer to easily locate additional 
information on all the products and services depicted on the display. 

Regarding claim 6, Kikinis in view of Kitsukawa further disclose that the viewer 
can select "an advertisement from the prepared summary" (See Kitsukawa Fig. 7; 
column 10 lines 15-28). Furthermore, the web site disclosed by Kikinis in view of 
Kitsukawa provides an order form or "extracting purchasing information from the 
advertisement" to buy the product depicted by the image entity or "to enable the 
purchase of the video object linked to the advertisement", i.e. purchasing a car from 
BMW (See Kikinis Fig. 2C; column 8 lines 34-37). 

Regarding claim 7, Kikinis in view of Kitsukawa further disclose that the data 
stream carries electronic program guide (EPG) data, where inherently EPG data 
provides "a summary of the video stream comprising information, other than the 
advertisement, that is descriptive of the video stream" (See Kitsukawa column 5 lines 
29-43). 

Claim 15 contains the limitations of claims 4 and 5 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 16 contains the limitations of claims 8 and 15 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 
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Claim 17 contains the limitations of claims 9 and 15 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 19 contains the limitations of claims 7 and 15 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claims 10 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kikinis (US005929849A) in view of Williams et al. (US005977964A) and Kitsukawa 
et al. (US006282713B1). 

Claim 10 contains the limitations of claim 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. However, Kikinis does not disclose (1) "creating a 
user profile for the viewer indicating a type of advertisement of which the viewer wishes 
to be aware" and (2) "alerting the viewer when the object is linked to the indicated type 
of advertisement". 

(1) Williams et al. (Williams) discloses a method of automatically configuring a 
system based on user's preferences. The system creates a user profile that allows the 
user or viewer to define favorite commercials by commercial genre or "indicating a type 
of advertisement of which the viewer wishes to be aware" (See column 6 line 63 - 
column 7 line 10). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the set-top box disclosed by Kikinis to 
be able to create a user profile allowing the viewer to "indicate a type of advertisement 
of which the viewer wishes to be aware", as taught by Williams, in order to provide more 
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convenience to the viewer by providing only the information or web pages that the 
viewer is interested in. 

(2) Kitsukawa discloses a method for providing on-demand electronic advertising. 
The system is also capable of alerting the viewer when advertisement information is 
available or "alerting the viewer when the object is linked to the indicated type of 
advertisement (as taught by Williams above)" (See column 7 lines 10-20). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the set-top box disclosed by Kikinis in view of Williams to provide 
an alert to the viewer, as taught by Kitsukawa, in order to ensure that the viewer is 
aware that the web sites or "advertisements" they are interested in are available. 

Claim 18 contains the limitations of claims 10 and 15 and is analyzed as 
previously discussed with respect to those claims. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kikinis 
(US005929849A) in view of Davis et al. (US 2002009981 2A1). 

Claim 1 1 contains the limitations of claims 4 and is analyzed as previously 
discussed with respect to that claim. Furthermore, inherently the video stream must be 
received or "downloaded" by the set-top box in order to display the image entity or 
"video object" on the TV or "display". However, Kikinis does not disclose "creating a 
user profile for the viewer indicating a type of advertisement to which the viewer wishes 
to have access" and "only downloading the advertisement if the advertisement is of the 
indicated type". 
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Davis et al. (Davis) discloses a method for creating user profiles. The system 
allows the user or viewer to define what types of information they are interested in or 
"creating a user profile for the viewer indicating a type of advertisement to which the 
viewer wishes to have access". The system then uses the user profile to only download 
resources, i.e. web sites or advertisements, that are related to the user's interests or 
"only downloading the advertisement if the advertisement is of the indicated type" (See 
paragraph 0068). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the set-top box disclosed by Kikinis to 
be able to create a user profile allowing the viewer to "indicate a type of advertisement 
to which the viewer wishes to have access" and "only downloading the advertisement if 
the advertisement is of the indicated type", as taught by Davis, in order to provide more 
convenience to the viewer by providing only the information or web pages that the 
viewer is interested in. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 12 October 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues with respect to claims 4 and 15 that Kikinis does not disclose or 
suggest a means for extracting at least a portion of the data after the multimedia 
advertisement is accessed, and a data file separate from the video stream holding the 
extracted data. However, reading the claims in the broadest sense, Kikinis does meet 
the limitations of the claim. Kikinis discloses that the user can retrieve additional 
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information through various WEB pages that are accessed via web links or "data" (See 
Kikinis Fig. 2C; column 8 lines 5-15). Kikinis further discloses that the WEB browser 
functions just like a conventional web browser on a computer (See column 8 lines 5-15). 
When the user accesses the web link, the web link or "data" of the website is extracted 
and inherently placed within some sort of buffer or "data file", that is separate from the 
"video stream", by the system in order to successfully access and retrieve the related 
WEB pages of the site through the Internet using the WEB browser of the system (See 
Fig. 1). Furthermore, if applicant still disagrees, Kikinis further discloses that the system 
can "extract" the URLs from the "multimedia advertisements" and store the URLs in a 
memory device for later use or "placing the extracted data in a data file separate from 
the video stream" (See Kikinis column 8 line 65 - column 9 line 3). 

Applicant also argues with respect to claim 15 that Kikinis does not disclose or 
suggest a second object, a second advertisement linked to the second object, and a 
summary of at least the first and second advertisements. However, Kikinis in view of 
Kitsukawa, does meet limitations of the claims. Kikinis discloses a second object and a 
second advertisement linked to the second object (See claim rejection). Kitsukawa 
discloses providing a summary of the advertisements or "summary of at least the first 
and second advertisements" (See claim rejection). 

Applicant is reminded that although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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The examiner suggests that applicants consider providing more details in the 
independent claims about how the system stores data in a data file and how the data 
file is used to provide summaries as supported by applicant's specification. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph G. Ustaris whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7383. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5PM; Alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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